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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

DEC 28 2D04 

IN THE UNrTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re the Application of: 

HiroyukiSHIBATAetal. : 

Serial No. 09/760.883 Group Art Unit: 2673 

Confirmation No, 4981 

RIed: January 17, 2001 Examiner: Vincent E. KovaHck 

For: DISPLAY APPARATUS WITH REDUCED NOISE EMISSION AND DRIVING METHOD 
FOR THE DISPLAY APPARATUS 

COMMUNICATION TO THE EXAMINER REGARDING BEQUEST FILED NOVEMBER 12, 
20Q4. FOR WITHDRAWAL OF THE HNAL OFFICE OF JULY 28, 2004, SINCE PREMATURE 
UNDER MPEP 7QS,07fc) ^ fe> AND ISSUANCE OF A NEW. NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION 

SETTING A NEW RESPONSE PERIOD 

Commissioner tor Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 

Dear Examiner Kovaliok: 

In accordance with our discussion on even date, enclosed is a copy of the 
"COMMUNICATION TO THE EXAMINER REQUESTING WITHDRAWAL OF THE FINAL 
OFFICE OF JULY 28, 2004, SINCE PREMATURE UNDER MREP 706.07(C) - (E) AND 
ISSUANCE OF A NEW, NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION SETTING A NEW RESPONSE 
PERIOD", filed November 12, 2004 and of the U.SP.T.O. post card receipt for the filing of same. 

The PAIR report for the subject application, copy enclosed, acknowledges receipt on 
November 12, 2004 of the "Communication", designated as "Miscellenous Incoming Letter", and 
the Technology Center 2600 copy bears a "received November 16. 2004" date etamp on the 
front page of the e-dooument. 

Incidentally, we also fonvarded a courtesy copy to you, directly, on November 1 5, 2004 
and a copy of our facsimile cover sheet forwarding same Is also enclosed. 

As we also discussed, the technique of Kawakami is altogether different from that of the 
present invention. Particularly, Kawakami discloses a plasma display adopting a sub-fie!d 
scheme type of drive, and seeks to reduce light Intensity level variations whioh result when the 
Input video signal field frequency is varied. In Kawakami. sustain discharge pulse numbers of 
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sub-fields are reduced when an input video signal field frequency ^i^comes hioherthan a 
reference field frequency, and the sustain discharge putee numbers of the sub-fields are 
increased when the Input video signal field frequency becomes lower than the reference field 
frequency. \n essence, Kawakaml seeks to stabilize the input video signal field frequency at the 
reference field frequency, thereby to reduce light intensity level variations. (See object of 
Inventton ool 2, lines 29-38). 

The present invention, unlike Kawakami, provides for reducing noise emitted by a display 
apparatus, such as a plasma display panel, bv continuoustv vannno the frequency of a ctock 
signal used for driving the display panel *^o as to spread out noise that the display panel emits, 
and thereby reduce ... peak values of the noise." (Page 2 of application at lines 26-30). Claim 1 
expressly recites the use of a clock signal which Is continuously varied. . . /' 

In short, Kawakami seeks to stabilize an Input video signal field frequency relevant to a 
reference frequency to reduce variations in light intensity levels which othenwise will occur 
whereas the present invention Intentionallv. continuously varies the frequency of a ctock signal 
used to drive a display panel thereby to achieve the desirable result of reducing noise that a 
display panel othenwise emits, by spreading out the noise and reducing peak values of the noise. 

CONCLUSION 

Acoondingly, we ask that you reconsider not only the premature Final Rejection but also 
the Irrelevance of Kawakami with respect to the invention defined by the pending claims of the 
present application. 

There being no other objections or rejections, we submit that a Notice of Allowance 
should be forthcoming - - and such action is earnestly submitted. 



Respectfully submitted. 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 



Date: December 28. 2004 




1201 New Yori< Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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DEC 2 8 2004 Docket No,: 23.1093 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFRCE 

In re the Application at 
HiroyukiSHIBATAetal. 

Serial No. 09/760.883 Group Art Unit 2673 

Confim^tion No, 4981 

Filed: January 1 7. 2001 Examiner Vincent E. Kovalick 

For . DISPU^Y APPARATUS WITH REDUCED NOISE EMISSION AND DRIVING IVIETHOD 
FOR THE DISPLAY APPARATUS 

COMMUNICATION TO THE EXAMINER REQUESTING WITHDRAWAL OF THE FINAL 
OFFICE OF JULY 28. 2004, SINCE PREMATURE UNDER MPEP 706,07fcl - (e) AND 
ISSUANCE OF A NEW. NON-RNAL OFFICE ACTION SETTING A NEW RESPONSE PERIOD 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 
Sin 

The Office Action of July 28, 2004 is Prematurely Made Final lay the New Grounds of 
Rejection in Item 3 of the Action. 

A. 35 use §1 1 2 Rejection of Item 3 asserted for the first line m the Final Office 
Action 

Item 3 of the Action rejects claims 3. 7, 1 1, 16. 20, 24, 29 and 48-52 under 35 USC §112, 
HI because the spedfication allegedly fails to teach the claim limitation of a dock signal 
frequency which "continuously varies within a range of plus or minus one percent of a reference 
frequency". 

To the confrary of the Examiner's contention, that limitation is clearly taught In the 

specification: . 

At page 14, lines 29-35: 

• ...the spread-type clock oscillator 132 outputs a clodc whose frequency varies with time 
in a continuous manner within a range of, for example^ plus or minus a few percent of a 



COPY 

PA(SSIt4'R(^ATinU7:33:5iPMiEasteni$tandantTline]'SVR:^ 



• Dec-28-04 07:30piD FrciD-STAAS ( HALSEY 



♦ 



T-530 P. 000/014 F-fl49 



, Serial No. 09^60,883 



Docket No.; .23.1093 



reference frequency ...pn a specffic example, the clock finequency varies within a range of plus 
or minus about one percent..)- 

Page 17, lines 26-36 repeats the above description and then more spedfically redtes at 
lines 33-34: 

...two Ifrequencles] at plus/minus one percent of the reference frequency .... 
(Emphasis added) 

Several other locations also refer to 'plus or minus a few percenf * - see e.g. page 3, tine 
7^, line 22, page 4, lines 7-6 and line 24, and page 5, line 3. Furthermore, the limitation was 
present In the original claims 3. 7, 11, 16, 20, and 24. 

The §112, HI rejection is raised for the first time and thus belatedly in the Final Office 
Action mailed July 28, 2004, rendering the final status thereof premature. 

B. Item 13: Erroneous Contention that "Applicant's amendment necessitated that 
the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office Action 



claims rendering applicants remari^s of the prior response "moot." Further, Item 13 asserts, 
erroneously, that the applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection, in 
accordance with which the Action is made Final under MPEP Section 706.07(a). 

The Examiner errs in this position, since the only amendments made were 
directed to Incorporating dependent claim limitations into related independent claims with 
cancellation of the corresponding dependent claims. Those amendments, more particulariy, 
commonly introduced the word - - plasma • - in the preambles of the independent daims. 
Spedficalty, independent daims 1, 6. 10, 14, 19, 23. 26. and 27 were so amended and their 
corresponding dependent claims 4, 8, 12, 17, 21 , 25 and 30 were cancelled. 
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CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, withdrawal of ttie Finality of the Action mailed July 28, 2004 is rrandated 
since premature, pursuant to MPEP 708.07(c) through 706.07(e), and the same accordingly 
should b© withdrawn and a new, non-final Office Action Issued, setting a new Response period 
based on the mailing date of same. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-393S. 



Respectfully submitted. 



STAAS&HALSEY LLP 



Date: 




W. J. Staas(/ 
Registration No. 22.010 




1201 New York Avenue. NW, Suite 700 



Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

i 

NOV 1 6 2004 



A , . RECEIVED 

re the Application of: 



HiroyukiSHIBATAetaL 

seha. NO. 09/760,683 e^upArtu^.: 2673 Tedinolcsy C«!or 2500 

Confirmation No. 4981 

Filed; January 17, 2001 Examiner Vincent E. KovaUck 

For DISPLAY APPARATUS WITH REDUCED NOISE EMISSION AND DRIVING METHOD 
FOR THE DISPLAY APPARATUS 

COMMUMICATION TO THE EXAMINER REQUESTING WI THDRAWAL OF THE FINAL 
OFFICE OF JULY 28> 2004. SINCE PREMATURE UNDER MPEP 706.07frf - fe^ AND 
ISSUANCE OF A NEW. NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION SETTING A NEW RESP ONSE PERIOD 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir 

The OfHce Action of July 28, 2004 is Prematurely Made Final by the New Grounds of 
Rejection in Item 3 of the Action. 



A* 3$ use §1 12 Rejection of item 3 asserted for the first line in the Final Office 
Action 



Item 3 of the Action rejects claims 3, 7. 1 1 , 1 8, 20, 24. 29 end 48^2 under 35 USC §1 1 2, 
1[1 because the specification allegedly fails to teach the claim limitation of a clock signal 
frequency which "continuously varies within a range of plus or minus one percent of a reference 
frequency". 

To the contrary of the Examiner's contention^ that limitation is dearly taught in the 

specification: 

At page 14, lines 29-35: 

...the spread-type clock osdilator 132 outputs a clodc whose frequency varies with time 
in a continuous manner within a range of, for example, plus or minus a few percent of a 
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DEC 28 2DW 

Docket No.: 23.1093 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFRCE 

In re ihe Application of: 
HIrxiyukiSHIBATAetaL 

Serial No. 09/760.883 Group Art Unrt. 2673 

Confirmation No. 4981 

Filed: January t7. 2001 Examiner Vincent E. Kovalick 

For DISPUY APPARATUS WITH REDUCED NOISE EMISSION AND DRIVING METHOD 
FOR THE DISPLAY APPARATUS 

COMMUNICATION TO THE EXAMINER REQUESTING WITHDRAWAL OF THE FINAL 
OFFICE OF JULY 28. 2004. SINCE PREMATURE UNDER MPEP 706.07(cl ^ (e) AND 
ISSUANCE OF A NEW, NON^INAL OFFICE ACTION SETTING A NEW RESPONSE PERIOD 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Sir 

The Office AcUon of July 28, 2004 Is Prematurely Made Final by the New Grounds of 
Rejection In Item 3 of the Action. ✓ 



A. 35 use §112 Rejection of Item 3 asserted for the first line in the Final Office 
Action 



Item 3 of the Action rejects claims 3, 7, 1.1 , 16. 20, 24. 29 and 48-52 under 35 USC §1 12, 
HI because the specrTtcation allegedly fails to teach the claim limitation of a dock signal 
frequency which 'continuously varies within a range of plus or minus one percent of a reference 
frequency". 

To the contrary of the Examiner's contention, tiiat limitation is clearly taught in the 

specification: 

At page 14, lines 29-35: 

...the spread-type clocK oscillator 132 outputs a clock whose frequency varies with time 
in a continuous manner witi^in a range of, for example, plus or minus a few percent of a 

COPY 

PA{X12/14'RCVDAT12i2SI2(m7:33:iSPMpstemSland3rdTline]'SVR:US^^ 



^ 08C-28^04 07:32P!D frcnrSTAAS i HALSEY + T-530 P. 01 3/0 U F-B49 

- Serial No. 09/760,883 Docket No.: 23,1093 

reference frequency ...(in a specific example, the dock frequency varies within a range of plus 
.or minus about one percent . 

Page 17, lines 26-36 repeats the above description and then more specifically recites at 
lines 33-34: 

...two [frequendos] at olus/mlnus one percent of the reference frequency 
(Emphasis added) 

Several other locations also refer to ''plus or minus a few percenf - * see e.g. page 3, line 
7-8, line 22, page 4, lines 7-8 and line 24, and page 5, line 3. Furthemiore, the limitation was 
present in the original claims 3, 7. 11, 16» 20, and 24. 

The §112, ^1 rejection is raised for the first time and thus belatedly in the Rnal Office 
Action rrrailed July 28, 2004, rendering the final status thereof prernature. 

B. Item 13: Erroneous Contention that "Applicant's amendnrient necessitated that 
the. new ground(5) of rejection presented in this Office Action 

"item 1 announces that "new prior art has been Introduced in the rejection of 
claims rendering applicants remarks of the prior response "moot" Further, Item 13 asserts, 
erroneously, that the applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection, in 
accordance with which the Action is made Final under MPEP Section 706-07(a)» 

The Examiner errs in this position, since the only amendments made were 
directed to incorporating dependent claim limitations into related independent daims wi^ 
cancellation of the corresponding dependent claims. Those amendments, more particulariy, 
commonly Introduced the word - - plasma - ^ In the preambles of the independent claims. 
Specifically,* Independent claims 1, 6, 10, 14, 19, 23, 26; and 27 were so amended and their 
coresponding dependent claims 4, 8, 12, 17, 21, 25 and 30 were cancelled. 
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CONCLUSCON 

Accordingly, wtthdrawal of the Finality of the Action mailed July 28, 2004 is mandated 
since premature, pursuant to MPEP 708.07(c) through 706.07(e). and the same accordingly 
should be withdrawn and a new, non-final Office Actfon issued, setting a new Response period 
based on the mailing date of same. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 1 9-3935, - 



Respectruny submitted, 



STAAS& HALSEY LLP 



Date: 




H. J, Staas(/ 
Registration No. 22,010 




1201 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434^1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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